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The November 2015 elections in Turkey marked a new stage in the struggle for democracy, 
human rights and the resolution of the 
national and religious questions. 
The parliamentary election was 
‘forced upon’ the citizens, which puts 
its legitimacy into question. Why did 
the country go for another general 
election after the June 7 elections 
in 2015? In the June elections, the 
AKP (Justice and Development Party) 
received a total of 18,864,864 votes 
and in the 1 November elections that 
number increased to 23,669,933 votes. 
How did the AKP gain 4,805,069 votes 
over the past five months? What were 
its political tactics to regain power?    
Prior to the June elections the 
AKP did not want to form a coalition 
government with other parties 
because they wanted Turkey to move 
from a parliamentary system into an 
authoritarian presidential system under 
the rhetoric of ‘one nation-one flag’. 
This one nation-one flag narrative was 
the cause of conflict with the Kurdish 
citizens in the Turkish republic, when 
they were violently suppressed and 
deprived of their linguistic and cultural 
rights. This is the biggest obstacle to the 
democratisation of the country. 
The victory of the HDP (Peoples’ 
Democratic Party) in passing the 10 
percent electoral threshold in the 
June elections marked a first time 
in the history of Republic of Turkey 
that a pro-Kurdish party had entered 
into parliament. The HDP’s success 
involved winning seats for HDP 
representatives which had been 
occupied by the ruling AKP for the last 
thirteen years. How did this happen? 
Previously, pro-Kurdish parties would 
go to the elections with independent 
candidates. Now the HDP went to the 
elections as a party; so if they lost the 
10 percent threshold they would have 
no representatives in parliament at all. 
Whereas for the AKP, the goal was 
to get the majority alone, change the 
constitution to enable them to install a 
presidential system which  would give 
Erdogan enormous powers to rule the 
country. Thus the HDP’s passing the 
10 percent electoral threshold meant 
that Erdogan’s plans for an autocratic 
presidential system were defeated.     
The electoral success of HDP was 
due to its strategy of Turkiyelileşme, 
meaning that it represented the pluralist 
face of the country, highlighting the 
following:
• establishing the Kurdish issue as 
a struggle for democracy, human 
rights and national identity;
• raising the profile of gender issues, 
establishing a forty percent gender 
quota, advocating  closing the 
gender gap, encouraging  more 
women to take part in politics 
actively, introducing a system of 
co-leadership of one woman and 
one man at all different levels of 
organisation; and
• promoting minority languages and 
minorities such as Assyrians and 
Alevis, who were also represented 
among their candidates. 
Not only did the HDP receive 
the support of women but also the 
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support of intellectuals, academics, 
environmentalists and LGBT groups. 
Its pluralist programme led to the 
emergence of greater freedom of the 
press, with more expression of views 
outside the official narrative. The success 
of the HDP in the June elections meant 
the Kurdish issue and the plural face of 
Turkey which were once suppressed 
and taboo were no longer so. 
It created a climate of tolerance 
and freedom of expression where 
some sections of its citizens shared 
ideas on social media. This positive 
atmosphere assisted the ongoing 
negotiations between the imprisoned 
Kurdish leader Mr Öcalan and the AKP 
government. Öcalan has been in prison 
for 15 years in complete isolation on 
an island of Imrali. We should intensify 
the struggle for the freedom of Öcalan.
The majority of the Kurdish people 
never trusted the AKP as a partner at 
the negotiation table, and they were 
not wrong. There were two conflicting 
aims on the table: the AKP proposed 
an ‘Ottoman dream’, where all 
peoples would be united under the 
Sunni Turkish-Islam synthesis, resulting 
in the exclusion and suppression of 
other ethnic identities and beliefs 
like Zoroastrianism, Alevism and 
Christianity. Mr. Öcalan and the 
Kurdish freedom movement in general 
proposed a multi-cultural, multi-belief, 
multi-lingual Turkey with democratic 
autonomy not based on ethnicity but 
geography under the rule of law. 
The Kurdish Freedom Movement 
declared a ceasefire but the state 
further insisted on them laying down 
their guns. However the questions that 
PKK had asked remained unanswered: 
What would be the changes in local, 
national laws and the constitution 
that would never again allow for the 
suppression of the Kurds? And all the 
other ethnicities in the country? How 
would individual and collective rights 
be secured for all those who live in 
Turkey? Where and how would the 
guns be laid down? What would 
happen to the armed forces and its 
leaders? How would the reconciliation 
process go ahead? 
Instead, after the positive 7 
June elections results violence and 
intimidation were used to push the 
country back to the classical alliance 
of the state-army, Kemalist nationalists 
and the Turkish-Islamist nationalists to 
force the fascist type rhetoric of one-
nation, one-language and one-religion 
upon the peoples of Turkey. 
The Kurdish struggle for identity, 
language and culture rights over the 
last four decades in the Middle East 
had given the Kurds and other peoples 
the opportunity to breathe and open 
some space to exercise their human 
rights. This space also gave them the 
opportunity to show how they wanted 
to live with their neighbours and the 
people with whom they shared the 
same geographical space.   
This drastic difference in vision and 
goals are the reasons behind this sinful 
alliance in Turkey, the return to the 
unsustainable and unacceptable fascist 
type slogan of one-nation, one-flag. 
And the air raids started against PKK 
camps. The King is now naked and the 
AKP mask is completely down.  
Violence and Fear
The November elections were 
not free and fair. The AKP had more 
campaign time on television channels 
than other parties. Even though the 
Kurdish side declared a ceasefire 
during the campaign, the AKP insisted 
on war, bombing  an Ankara peace rally 
(Isis never accepted responsibility for 
it) leaving 102 dead; all this aimed to 
suppress the Kurds and the democratic 
forces. The reason AKP continues 
to attack the alliance of the Kurdish 
Freedom Movement and democratic 
forces is because this alliance 
prevented the AKP from winning an 
overall majority in the June elections.
Violence as well as sinister death 
threats were directed in particular 
against the HDP. Their election offices 
were bombed, their campaign vans 
were attacked. A few days before the 
elections two bombs were exploded at 
an HDP rally in Diyarbakir, the largest 
city in the Kurdish region, killing two 
and injuring hundreds.
The threat of bombings of HDP 
meetings led to the cancellation of their 
election campaign. Thus elections could 
not be conducted in an atmosphere 
conducive to free and fair elections. 
This violence and fear was also used 
against the media during the elections. 
Many journalists on TV channels were 
threatened not to give time to HDP. 
Ahmet Hakan, a prominent journalist 
in Turkey, was physically attacked. 
Attacks against newspapers such as 
Hurriyet were designed to intimidate 
the liberals. Not only was press 
freedom largely curbed but also the 
safety of journalists was at risk; thus 
freedom of expression was severely 
compromised. 
In addition, the arrest of tens of 
co-mayors in Kurdish cities and attacks 
on HDP party buildings obstructed the 
HDP election campaign.  Given that 
the whole Kurdish region was besieged, 
elections in towns such as Cizire took 
place under conditions of occupation.
International observers such 
as the Swiss representative of the 
parliamentary assembly of the Council 
of Europe, Andrew Gross, also 
criticised the Turkish parliamentary 
elections asserting that they were 
conducted amid violence and fear. 
Gross said: "Unfortunately we come to 
the conclusion that this campaign was 
unfair, and was characterised by too 
much violence and fear."
Erdogan regained power by 
promising to crush Kurdish aspirations 
for freedom and by scaring off the 
liberals. The major parties in Turkey 
share similar views in the question of 
denying the Kurdish people their just 
demands. 
But the Kurds have shown that they 
shall not only continue to resist but by 
proclaiming self-governance they have 
started at the same time to implement 
their own vision of life and liberty. This 
certainly is a new beginning, although 
not the new beginning the Kurds 
desired, since this is happening under 
the imposition of a renewed war by 
Turkey. Nevertheless, nothing can ever 
again be the same. ■
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